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Preface 
 
This Forestwide Existing Condition Assessment will be used in the Bighorn Forest Plan Revision 
to describe resources at the National Forest scale, and how they relate to the existing Forest 
Plan.  This assessment was compiled to augment the nine geographic area existing condition 
assessments.  The Forest-wide scale assessment includes many of the same resource items 
considered at the geographic area scale, but also includes other resources/topics: 
Those items not amenable to analysis at the geographic area scale.  For example, most wildlife 
species are not bound by geographic area boundaries, and to avoid needless repetition in the 
assessments, such topics will only be discussed at the Forest scale. 

• Where databases were not complete or where analysis was still on going at the time the 
geographic area scale assessments were completed.  Examples in this category are fire 
condition classes and timber suitability. 

 
There is very little information in this assessment concerning other than National Forest System 
land.  This information will be gathered and analyzed, where appropriate, in the draft and final 
environmental impact statements’ effects analyses. 
 
This existing condition assessment focuses on physical and biological resources, and in some 
cases, human uses and resources, such as timber harvest, grazing and recreation.  It also 
includes a draft existing condition assessment of the economies of the four counties in the Big 
Horn Mountain area.  The draft and final environmental impact statements will include a more 
complete social analysis, which is currently being compiled by Dr. Audie Blevins and Dr. 
Katherine Jensen of the University of Wyoming. 
 
Despite the fact that this assessment primarily focuses on the environmental effects of human 
uses, it must be remembered that National Forests are managed to be used by people.  This is 
implicit in the laws governing National Forest management1.  Human use of the National Forests 
has been directed administratively since the earliest days of the Forest Service, “This force has 
two chief duties: to protect the reserves against fire, and to assist the people in their use.”2  That 
tradition continues to this day in the “Caring for the land and serving people” mission.  While this 
assessment focuses on the environmental effects that people are having on the resource, the 
point is to make sure that the uses we enjoy today are sustainable so that our children and 
grandchildren can continue to use and enjoy the Bighorn National Forest. 
 
Disclaimer for GIS generated data: The Forest Service uses the most current and complete data 
available.  GIS data and product accuracy may vary. They may be: developed from sources of 
differing accuracy, accurate only at certain scales, based on modeling or interpretation, 
incomplete while being created or revised, etc. Using GIS products for purposes other than 
those for which they were created, may yield inaccurate or misleading results. The Forest 
Service reserves the right to correct, update, modify or replace GIS products without notification.  
The GIS data in these documents were generated using ArcInfo 7.2.1, operating on a Unix 
platform, with analysis occurring between August of 2001 and January of 2002.  For more 
information, contact the Bighorn National Forest. 
 
                                                 
1 The Multiple Use Sustained Yield Act of 1960, the Renewable Resources Planning Act, and the 
National Forest Management Act, just to name a few. 
2 Forest Service “Use Book” of 1905.  


